
October 15. 2003 

Rc Pelition for Reconsitici-atioii 
Par;iiiiiis School District 
Ent i ty  #I22941 
47 I Application #386049 
CC Dockel No 02-0 
DA 0:1-2966 

I I) U'hoiin It May Concern 

On October 0. 2003, Thomas Coinniunications & Technologies (TCT), receivcd a letter, dated 
Scplcinher, 2 0 ,  2003 rroni Mark G Scifcrt. Deputy Chef,  stating that our FCC appeal on behalf 
of Paramus School District was dismissed due to the contraven~ion ofthe FCC's ru les  regarding 
11ie 00 day filing period. 

The dismissal slaled, "Parlriiius filed its appeal on Septeiiiber 3,2003, after the 60-day period " 

Hinbever, wlicn TCT rcccivcd Ilic c e ~ ~ i f i e t l  letter postcard, i t  shows the appeal was received by 
thc IICC oil Scpteiinber 3,  2003, whilc in actuality, the appeal was postmarked August 24, 2003 
According Lo ii new rule the FCC established i n  .July 2003, TCT only needed to postinark the 
corrcspondcncc by 60 days 

BCC:ILISC ,4ti1pst 24, 2003 fell on 3 Sunday, i t  fa l ls  into rule 54 720 o f  the Coiiiniission's rules as 
I I  "linliday", Ilicrcfore, i t  could n o t  be ceriif ied u n t i l  Monday, August 25, 2003, the followills 
husii icss clay 

Tt 'T is ;isLiiig for ireconhideratioil o f  thc Paranitis School District FCC appcal lctter daled 
' \ I I ~ L I S t  20.  2 0 0 ;  

w w .  tc-  t . corn 



Thorn as Co rn m LE ct Ecat icm s 
& T e c h n o l o g i e s  L L C  

FCC' Office of the Secretary 
1-15 12'" S1rcc.l SM'  
M'asl l ln~lon. DC 20554 

RECEIVED 
O C T  1 7  2003 
commdm Commission 
OfAcedtheSecretlry 

Kc Para111 tis School District 
Eiitity k122911 
171 Application #386049 
CC Docket No 02-0 

' l o  M'lioiri I t  May Coiiccrn 

0 1 1  .I tine 25, 2003, ai1 Adniinistrator's Decision on Appcal-Funding Year 2003-2004 was issued 
fcv ail appeal f i led o n  March 3. 2003 by Thomas Communications and Technologies (TCT) on 
hchall'of Pai:iiiiiis School Dislnct I lie appeal was tiled because the distnct's 471 application 
\\;IS deiiied in full hecause orfailurc to meet miiiiiiiuni processing standards 

TC ficquesteti tha t  tlie Uriiversal Servicc Admiiiistrativc Company review the fact wesubmitted 
'I coiiipletc Block 4 det;iiling all e i ~ h t  sclioo1s within the school district. Although zeros do not 
appcar i n  coltiiiiii 5 and 6 for Parkway Elcmeiitary School, our intent was to convey that there are 
110 cligible sludcnts for the National School Lunch P r o y a m  (NSLP) therefore the percentage 
cligihle I S  0Y6, the iiiiiiiniuin percciitage allowed under prograiii ru les According to thediscount 
i i ia l r i r i ,  school districts in an ui.ban Iocatioii sucli as Paramus with less than 1 % o f  their studcnts 
eligible for tlis NSLP are eliyhle Cor a 2 0 %  discount This is accurately calculated and displayed 
oii tlic Block -1 fcii Pal-aiiius School Disli.rct The iveiglited average discounl percentage for sharc,d 
scin iccs 15 correct a1 31% 

I .  

This applicat;oii should he considered coinpletc since it is not truly illissing information In 
I c\wcwiiig ;I dccision by the FCC adopted on Februaiy 22? 2001 for Napemille Coniiiiunity Unit 
Scl iool  Disli-ict 203 Napcrvillc. l l l i i io iy  ilic FCC found that  in i.cviewiii: the record that tlie SLD 
icasoiiably could I iavc eas~lydisccriied the i i i iomiation oiriitted i n  this application from tlieother 
iiiforiiiatioii o i l  tlie applicatioii 'The tkpe o f c m r  made oii Paraiiius' application IS [lie saiiie as Ihe 
:ibo\ c riieiitioned On tlic application. \ve stated all scIioo1s witliiii the district would be recciwng 

glcwjis ofx l ioo l s  Accordinsly. i f t l i e  f t i i i d i i i ~  request 011 Bloch 5 was fool sl1;ired services, \ d i i c I i  
SLD c o ~ l d  l i ; i ic dctci-ni ined froiii Pairliiitis icspoiisc to Item Z ~ J  o n  Block 5 would have sIio\\~11 
Llix t l i i s  15 ;1 coiiiplcle appl icat io i i  

1 l i e  i n l b m a r l o i i  (>II [he applicai ion s l i o t i l t l  liii\'e heen entueci 11110 t l ie syste~n a ~ i d  scli i OII lo 
I n t c y t y  .\ssuraiicc wlierc [liq i ~ o u l t i  h a b e  qtiestioiied [lie fact tliat ~nt'oi~iiation u;1s 

h e  \ m i c  s1iiiii:d srn'ices, and that t l ie ie \I ere 110 requests for differelit shared seivices for different 

the Thorim 
WWW.tc-t.com 

group * T E ~ " <  i?l :OMPAN, 
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Thomas~s;mmunieat.Fo~-t~ 
& T e c h n o l o g i e s  L L C  

t i i i s ~ i i i ~  Ti-oni coluiiitis 5 atid 6 This scliool does i n 0 1  have ail? stiidcnts eligible for rree and 
i d u c e d  w l i i ~ h  would Iia\it. auto~i i~ i t ical ly nieaiiL that a 20% discount level was 111 place Please 
I C \  ie \v  the appcal letter am1 the Adopted FCC clecis~oti for Napenille Comiiiuni!y Untt Scliool 
i ) t ~ ! i - i c t  2 0 ~ :  ;rnd i i i id that  the  NO q)plicniion errors arc siiiiilar 

Cincerelq. 
TllOhl-iS COM.11UNIC4TIONS 6: TECIiNOLOGIES, LLC 

i j i ij.,, 
~41chcllc L ('hcnlolll 
Pi-oductioii Manager E-ralc S c i ~ i c e s  

1, -i ! f,  I ,-" ,b'\ j~\, 'Td, . -' 
1- \ '  



Federal Communications Commission 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

TO: Michelle L Chemotti, Production Manager E-rate Services 
Paramus School District 

From: Mark G Seifert, Deputy Chief 
Telecommunications Access Policy Division 
Wireline Competition Bureau 

Date: September 29,2003 

Re: DA 03-2966, Released September 29, 2003, 

Please lind accompanying this memo the Commission's decision on your Request for 
Review. The accompanying decision may be referenced in the future by its Proceeding Number 
and release datz: DA 03-2966, September 29, 2003. 

If you are not satisfied with this decision, you may file a petition for reconsideration with 
thc Commission within 30 days of the release date ofthe decision.' However, the petition will 
generally bc granted only if i t  demonstrates an error in the decision based upon (1)  facts which 
relate lo events which have occurred or clrcumstances which have changed since the last 
opportunity to present such matters, or (2) facts unknown to petitioner until after the Request for 
Revicw was filed and which could not, through the exercise of ordinary diligence, have been 
learned prior to that time ' Petitions for reconsideration are decided by the Wireline Competition 
Bureau of the C:omiiiission 

You may also file an application for review with the Commission If you are displeased 
with this decision Your application for review must be filed within 60 days of the release date 
of ihc decision pursuant to section 1 115(c) of our rules. Please note that the application for 
review will not be granted if it relies on questions of fact or law upon which the designated 

' ,See 17 C F R $ I 106(1) 
' S e e  47 C F- R 9 I 106(b)(2) 
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authority has been afforded no opportunity to pass ' Applications for review are decided by the 
full Commission 

Peritions for reconsideration and applications for review should be submitted to the 
Secretary, Federal Communications Commission, Washington, D.C .20554, they should 
rererence CC Docket No 02-6 as well as the Proceeding Number of the decision from which 
relicf is sought, and should otherwise conform to the requirements the Commission's rules 

If you have any questions regarding the foregoing, feel free to contact the 
?'elecoiiiinunications Access Policy Division at (202) 418-7400 

' Scc lniplenimlaiion uf Inlerim Filiiig t'rocehre\fiw Filing., oJRequrrrr for Rewew, Federal-State Jomt Board on 
Utiivetsal Serktce, CC Docher No 96-45. Ordel. FCC-376, 17 FCC Rcd 339 (2002) See 47 U S C 5 I I I5[c) 
' S c c 4 7 C F R  9 1106, I 1 1 5  



liederal Coinniunications Commission DA 03-2966 

Deforr thp 
lrderal  Communications Commission miw w lo WNI 

uM8sIUIUIO3 w w  WtW Washington, DC 20554 

111 the Matter o f  1 
Re~l~ies t  for Rti ' i rw of the Dcctsion of the 
Ilni\'ersal Service Administrator by 

I'ai~~rii~us School District 
S!wcuse, New York 

Federal-State Inint Board 011 

I1tii\<ersal Service 

Changes to the Boai~d of Diiectors of the 
Narional Exchange Carrier Association, Inc 

ORDER 

,\doptcd: September 26, 2003 

EO02 1 T 130 

OCT 1 7  2003 
File No. SLD-3S6049-hm-bh 

M A c e O f m s ~  

CC Docket No. 96-45 

CC Docket No 97-2 1 

Released: September 29,2003 

13) rhc 'Tclecoiiiinuiiicattons Access Policy D ~ v ~ s ~ o n ,  Wireline Competition Bureau: 

I Thomas Coni tn~~~ica t ions  & Technology, on behalf of Paramus School District 
j Pxamus). Slracuse, New York, sceks review of a June 25, 2003 decision by the Schools and 
I ~ h i  aries Divis ion (SLD) of [he Universal Service Adtnmistrative Company (Administrator).' 
For ;I re\'iew of decisions by SLD. appeal!: to the Commission must he filed within 60 days of the 
rssriaiicc of die SLD decision date ' I-lere. Paramus filed its appeal on September 3, 2003, after 
tlic 60-day pei-iod. i i i  conti-avciition of our rules. We therefore dismiss the appeal. 

l.?ilei li uiii Michel le  Clieinorti Thomas Cominunicarions & Technology, to Federal Coinmunications 
(Cuinriitssion, l i led Sepieiiiber 3. 2003 (Request foi Reuiew). Lener from the School and Libraries Division, 
U t i i v e i h d l  Service Adi i i in istral ive Company, to Michelle Cliemottt, Thomas Coinmunications & Technology, dated 
l u i i e  2 5 ,  2003. 47 C F R 6 54 719ic) 

47 C F K 6 54 720(b) See 117 ihc Maiier of Schouls und Libraries UniversalService Suppori Mechunism, CC 
n o d e 1  N u  02-6. ScLoiid Report a n d  Order and FLnhei Notice OfProposed Rulemaking, 18 FCC Rcd 9202, 9221 
i l003)  



Fedcia1 Cominuiiicalions Commission DA 03-2966 

: ACCORDINGLY 17 IS ORDEW.3. Fu:sJant to authority delegated under sections 
(1 ‘11. 0 29 I .  I 3 sild 54 722(a) ofrlie Conimission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. $5 0.91, 0.291, i . 3  and 
5 4  722(a). tha t  Ihe Request kir Review filed on Stpteiiiber 3,2003, by Thomas Cominunications 
(t Txliiiology. on behalf of Paramus School Disti-ict, Syracuse, New York, IS DISMISSED 

fEDf:RAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMlSSION 

Mark G Seifert u 
Deputy Chief. Telecoinmunications Access Pollcy Division 
Wii eliiie Conipetition Bureau 

2 





Complete items 1. 2. and 3. Also complete 
item 4 if Restncled Delivery IS desired. 
Print your name and address on the reverse 
so that we can return the card to You. 

Insured M a l  0 C 0 D 
4 Restricted Del~ery? Extra 0 Yes 

2 AnicleNumber 
Transfer (mm sewm labe0 

PS Form 381 1, August 2001 
10259542-M-1540 ~omest~c Return Receipt 



ThomasCsmrnunicaticrns 
& T e c h n o l o g i e s  L L C  

To L + ' l ~ i ~ r n  1 1  Md) C onccm 

LhmI lS  Lllc applicdlion priiccss for E- la te Fuiiding Ycar 2003, 7~liomds Coniniunications & Tcchnologes, L L C  
(I C-GrT) :ipplicd on bel id l f  of Paiainus School Disirict for fundlnS for he i r  t c lccomniun~cat~on scrviccs and 
I l l lc lnci  w \ i c e s  will \ ' a r m  .cr\wce providers T h i s  I S  d lctlcr o f  appeal for Paramus School Dtstnct 

I ipnn re ic lp t  of i l i c  Fund Yedr 2003 Fomi 47 I Relectlon Letter, datcd February 18, 2003. TC&T was notlf icd 
i l ia1  t h c  FCC Fonn 471 did i n l i t  rnect h 4 ~ 1 1 m u n ~  Prilcrsclnp Standards T h e  lellc~ statcd i h ~ t  tllc FCC Form 471 
s i ihmt tcd  docs 1101 includc a1 I C J S ~  one complete Block 4 Worksheet rclcvant to Ihc "Type o f  Appl~cation" as 
\Llcctcd in Hloch I .  l t c m  5 It W A S  ~ n d ~ c a t c d  ~n Block I, llcm 5 i l l a t  ih ls appl~cdi~on IS ford school d ~ s t r ~ c t  

I ' p w  d rcv icn  nf tlic TCC Fonn 471 11 IS i l cd r  i l lat d completcd Rlock 4 was rubrniltcd detdll ing a l l  clglit scliools 
wth in  Ihc school t l istr ict Al lhuuSh m u s  do no1 .>ppcar 871 cvlumn 5 and 6 Tor Parkway Elerncnlary School our 
in lc i i l  ulis I o  cunvcy  that thrrc arc no c l i gh le  students for thc hotional School Lunch Program (NSLP) thcrcforc 
l l i c  pcrict1la.c e l~g ib lc  i s  0?h. thc miiiiiiiiim perccn lay  al lowcd under progmm rules According lo l he  drscount 
indtrix. ic l iool chstricts in an urhan l ocd ion  such as Pdranius w i th  less than I% o f  thcir studenls cl ig ib lc for  the 
t5I.P rlrc c l i g b l c  lor a 20'%, discount l h i s  i!, dccuralcly calculated and displayed on ihe Block 4 for  Paramus 
' x l i oo l  I>I\IIILI T l i e  wciglited clvcrasc diccoiinl perccntage for shared s e n I c e s  I S  corrrcl 31 31% 

I i \ould 3lio like 10 add that  zeros w r r  ciitcred it110 the ,~pp iopr ia te  placrs 011 this application but did not 
appcar h e u u i e  o f  d d i rec t  flau' in the SLD 's  471 excel fonn Tlic letter 0 had to be used i n  oider to f i l l  the 
hlaiih hpacr 

Thcrcfwc, T C & T  I T  rcqucslin; that thc FCC ronn 47 I bc acccptcd and sent on lo  thc P r o p m  I n t c q t y  
, A w r m c r  rc\~ciwn: pruccss to ~ ~ C C I V C  UIJI E-rare fiwdlng 

I l i m h  y o ~ i  io, sour fittention to t h s  m t t c i  

Sinicrcly, 

rliomas C'ommunicatioits & ' I  ecltiiolog~e\, LLC 
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Universal Service Administrative Company 
Schools & Libraries Division USA 

Administrator’s Decision on Appeal - Funding Year 2003-2004 

lime 25, 2003 

Micliclle L Clieniotti 
rhoinas Communications Kr Technology 
21 7 Monlgoinery Street, 6Ih Floor 
Syracuse, N Y  11202 

1 7 2003 
-corn 

Rc Paiamus School District 

Re Blilcd Entity Nuniber 122941 
Applicant’s Form Identifier: 
471 Application Number Assigned. 386049 
Fundiiig Request Number(s) 

PY 6PARAM US 

1061366, 1061367, 1061368, 1061369, 
1061 370, 1061371, 1061372, I031 373, 
1061 374 
March 3, 2003 Your Coi~respoiidence Received 

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries 
Divisioii (“SLD”) of the Universal Service Administrative Company (“USAC”) has made 
I& decision in regard to your appeal of SLD’s Year 2003 Forni 471 Rejection Letter for 
the Application Number indicated above This letter explains the basis of SLD’s 
dccisioii ‘Thc date of this letter begins the 60-day time period for appealing this decision 
LO the Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”). If your letter of appeal included 
more than m e  Application Number, please note that for each application for whlch an 
appeal I S  submitted, a separate letter IS scnt 

Fuiidiny Request Number 

Decision on Appcal: 
Explanatioii 

1061366, 1061 367, 1063368, 1061369, 1061370, 1061371, 
1061372, 1031373. 1061374 
Denied in fu l l  

I n  your Ictter o f  appeal, you indicate that you submitted a completed Block 4 
detailing all schools within the school district Although zeros do not appear in 
coIuiiiiis 5 and 6 for Parkway Eleiiienlary School, your intent was to convey that 
therc a1.e no eligible studelits for [lie Nalional School Luiich Program. The 
\\ei$ted average discount of 31% is correct You add that zeros were placed in 
the appropriate places on this applicatioii but did not appear because of a flaw in 

SlD’s  471 Excel form You are requesting that your FCC Form 471 be accepted 
and scnt to Program Integrity Assciraiice for rebiew. 

[ lox I ? S  ~ Coriespondcnie U n ~ l .  8U South lcffcrron Road. Whlppnnv, New Jersey 079X I 
V i s i t  LI, online a i  htlp//uww 51 universalsewrce org 



Upon review of this appeal, i t  has been detcmniiied that you did not complete 
Block 4. Column 5, for Parkway Elementary School and has therefore failed to 
meet the Miiiimunn Processing Standards The on-line Form 471 filing system was 
reviewed and i t  M ' ~ S  concluded Lhal the system does accept the placement of zeros 
in the appropriate coluniiis You included a corrected copy of your Form 471, 
which satisfies the deficiency noted in  the Fomi 471 Rejection Letter However, 
this infomiation was sent on March 3, 2003, which is after the close of the 
Funding Year 2003 filing window. To be considered for funding, applicatioiis for 
Funding year 2003 must be mailed by the close o f the  filing window on February 
6, 2003 Consequently, the appeal is denied. 

The original submission ofthis funding request was missing data in Block 4, 
Column 5 ,  which caused the fomi to be rejected for failing to meet the minimum 
processing standards for that fonn Forms that do not meet the minimum 
processing standards are not considered for funding Your appeal has not shown 
that the request was improperly denied. Consequently, this funding request will 
not bc data entered and your appeal is denied 

If you believe there is a basis for further examination of your application, you may file an 
appcal with the Federal Comniunications Commission (FCC). You should refer to CC 
Docket No 02-6 oil the first page of your appeal to the FCC. Your appeal must be 
POSTMARKED within 60 days of thc ahovc date on this letter. Failure to meet this 
requirement will result i n  automatic dismissal of your appeal If you are submitting your 
appeal via United States Postal Service, send to FCC, Office of the Secretary, 445 12th 
Street SW, Washington, DC 20554. Further infomiation and options for filing an appeal 
dircctly with the FCC can he found in the "Appeals Procedure" posted in the Reference 
Area of the SLD web site or hy conlacling the Client Service Bureau We strongly 
recommend that you use cither thc e-mail or fax filing options 

We thank you for your continued support, patience. and cooperation dunng the appeal 
proccss 

Schools and Librai-ies Division 
Iliiivcrsal Service Adininistralive Company 


